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ALASKAN WAY VIADUCT AND SEAWALL PROJECT 
COMMENT SUMMARY 
May-August 2003 
 
Introduction 
 
The Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall Project database contains 3,344 comments, 94 of which 
were submitted between May and August 2003. 
 
Origin of Comments 
 
Seventy-three of the comments received came from attendees at community briefings held by the 
project team.  Five more comments came through email, and 16 were submitted through the 
project website. 
 
Eighty comments were received from the central section of the project area, 5 from the north 
region, and 3 from the southern section.  Two comments came from outside the project area.  
The origin of the other 4 comments could not be determined. 
 
Design Issues 
 
The project comment form and the online website both feature a section where commenters can 
rate 22 design issues on a scale of 1 to 5, with 1 indicating a low level of concern and 5 
indicating the highest level.  As most of the comments received during the comment period were 
communicated at community briefings, there is not enough data available on these design issues 
to analyze. 
 
Comment Categories 
 
The four categories, which received the most comments between February and April, were: 
 
 
Traffic       14 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Can you maintain traffic on 
the viaduct in the Rebuild 
option? 

Have you done origin/destination studies 
to see what of the Ballard traffic is going 
to downtown and what is going through? 

Driving south on Alaskan way on a game day 
is not light traffic. 

What are the current travel volumes on 
Elliott, Western and Alaskan Way? 

What does an at grade 
Mercer with signals do 
to travel time? 
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Pedestrians    6 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cost    5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Economic Issues      5 
 
 

 

Our interest is very focused in this area 
and we have invested a lot of money in 

our new facility.  The notion of putting so 
many vehicles on Alaskan Way is absurd 

and will destroy pedestrian activities.  
Who says you have to have 6 lanes on 

Alaskan Way? 

The cost is immense. I also feel that a few 
wealthy people will gain, with new condos 
on the waterfront, while the average person 
will lose the view of the use of the city and 

waterfront spaces. 

The tunnel option is probably the most expensive, 
but in the long term it will be the safest solution for 
an earthquake prone area. Also, noise from traffic 
will go underground. That in itself is a huge 
advantage in the downtown area, which is trying to 
get more people to live in that part of the city. 
The only downside to this plan is its cost. Finding 
the money will pose the greatest difficulty. 

When people say X million 
dollars, how much of that 
will go back into the local 

economy? 

Is this project also an economic 
opportunity?  Great public spaces 

create great economic development.  
Can’t legislators be sold on this being 

a great economic opportunity and 
whether they like it or not, what is 

good for Seattle is good for the State? 

Is the opposition to a lid the factor of money 
and being able to pay for it? 

How do you make room for 
pedestrians on Alaskan Way with the 
amount of traffic you are showing on 

the arterial? 
Have you planned for additional 
lights on Alaskan Way to allow 
for pedestrian crossing? 


